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From: Dana Thomas
To: Robert Cantilli; Rodan, Bruce
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Subject: Charge for Lake Downstream Protection Values
Date: Wednesday, June 9, 2010 6:03:27 PM
Attachments: ORD Charge Lake DPVs 060910.doc


Bob and Bruce,


Here is the charge for the ORD review of our proposed Lake Downstream Protective Values. 


You should already have the supporting documents (the Federal Register of the proposed rule and
accompanying Technical Support Document); however, please let me know if you need us to resend
those materials.


What date did we decide as the date when we would hear back from you?


Thanks in advance for your help!


Dana


Dana A. Thomas, Ph.D.


Chief, Ecological and Health Processes Branch 


OW/OST/HECD (4304T)


U.S. Environmental Protection Agency


1200 Pennsylvania Avenue NW


Washington DC 20460


T: 202-566-1046


F: 202-566-1140
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Charge to ORD – Additional Peer Review of Lake Downstream Protection (DPV), FL Inland Waters Rule


The purpose of this review is to obtain scientific feedback on EPA’s proposed approach to use the Vollenweider model for adjusting stream criteria to provide for the attainment and maintenance of proposed criteria in downstream lakes (as required by 40 CFR 131.10(b)).  In the preamble to the proposed rule, EPA stated that the Agency remained open to alternative technically supported approaches based on the best available data.  The OW’s Office of Science and Technology requests that ORD review the proposed approach, including potential alternatives, and provide feedback in the following areas:



Please comment on the relative strengths/limitations of the methods identified in the proposed rule (Vollenweider and BATHTUB), as well as another alternative method, the WASP model.  More specifically, please provide feedback on the following questions:


a. Based on available data (e.g., Florida’s STORET
) which of these models are most useful and readily applicable for all Florida lakes? Characterize advantages and disadvantages of accessing input data for these different methods.



b. Is there a systematic bias in estimates using different methods (do you expect them to overestimate or underestimate)?  


c. In light of the intrinsic variability of data on nutrient concentrations, are there real differences in DPVs estimated using these different methods?


Materials for Review



· Federal Register Notice, EPA’s proposed rule for FL lakes and flowing waters (EPA-HQ-OW-2009-0596; FRL-9105-1)



· Preamble – Section III.C.6.a, pp. 4198-4199  



· Proposed rule language – § 131.43(c)(2)(ii)(A) and (B), pp. 4224-4225



· EPA’s Technical Support Document to Proposed Rule


· Chapter 2, Section 2.e.i. – pp. 2-13 to 2-17



� http://www.dep.state.fl.us/water/storet/index.htm











